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Federal inspector’s report: . . . Beef was being
broken on an open dock, by a dirt road, in
95-degree weather. There were flies in meat.
Drums of bones and meat scraps were covered
with maggots.”

Subsequently, John P. Orcutt, Colorado’s
commissioner of agriculture, identified the
plant that Mr, Johxgﬁon had referred to and
stated the conditions cited were not so, He
said the dock is located adjacent to a paved
street—not a dirt road—and that the plant’s
owner flatly denies there was any truth in
the inspector’s report. He quotes the owner
as stating: “Beef is not broken (cut up) on
our dock and never has been. . . . If this so-
called inspector saw any meat scraps or bones
in drums, he must be a contortionist, as our
bone barrels are stored bottom side up.” Mr.
Orcutt says the plant owner insists -the Fe
eral inspector never entered the proc
area of the plant and so he coul
seen the barrels in use. e

A diligent effort to determiine precisely
now and why the quickie survey came about
turns up no definitive angwers. It 1s known,
however, that many congressmen were not
impressed by the resulty of an old USDA
survey made in 1962, Thdyugh it was an ex-
tensive and serious study ofmeat-inspection
operations, the facts in it webg well-dated by
the summer of 1967. This, intidentally, did
not discourage publicists, public
from dramatically citing those stale
to marshal support for fresh legislation
year. .

The man in the Agriculture Department
who initiated the survey was Rodney Leonard.

“Mr, Purcell [Rep. Graham Purcell, the
Texas Democrat who is chairman "of the
House Agriculture subcommittee] asked us
to update the old survey made in 1962 show-
ing that many of the non~-Federally inspected
plants were in bad shape,” Mr. Leonard says.
“We knew that many states had passed new
meat-inspection laws and had strengthened
old ones. But we also knew, through our com-
pliance and evaluation activities, that actual
enforcement of good sanitation and good
meat inspection wasn’t much better than it
was in 1962.”

Mr. Purcell says he may have asked Mr.
Leonard to update the old survey at the
request of some of the other subcommittee
members, “Representative Foley, perhaps, and
others,” he says. I personally thought we
had a good bill and that additional surveys
weren’t needed.” Indeed, the new survey’s
timing and effect were peculiarly unsuited
for Mr. Purcell’s purposes. The furor the sur-
vey caused torpedoed the mild meat-inspec-
tion bill that emerged from the House sub-
committee, which was baslcally the bill Mr.
Purcell himself had introduced.

Mr. Leonard continues: “I told Bob [Dr.
Robert K., Somers, chief of the meat-inspec-
tion service] to try to make the survey. I did
it. I should have been more specific about
how to handle it."”

Dr Somers relayed Mr. Leonard’s request
to Berlin H. Rorem, acting director of the
compliance and evaluation staff, It was Mr,
Rorem who telephoned the C&E'’s field offices

rand got matters rolling.

On July 27, Mr. Michael wrote hls memo.
When The National Observer called his office
last week to talk with him, a reporter was
told he was sick at home. Mr. Leonard says
Mr. Michael explained recently that he wrote
the memo in such explicit form because some

. of his staff members were new to his office and
he wanted to make sure nobody misunder-
stood what was expected. Mr. Michael has
been in the meat-inspection service for more
than 20 years.

Mr. Rorem says his memory is dim as to
precisely what he said in telephone calls to
the C&E’s six field offices in Dallas, Kansas
City, Chicago, Philadelphla, San Francisco,
and Atlanta. He does deny he told anyone
to call it “Project Quick, Quiet, and Con-
fidential.”

“I certainly didn’t tell anyone to look for
‘horrible examples,’” Mr, Rorem says, “I

didn’t have to. Those men are experienced
inspectors. They knew where to go, what to
100k for, and how to write thelr reports.”

It might be added that they also know
how to follow orders.

U.S. GOVERNMENT MEMORANDUM
ADMINISTRATIVELY CONFIDENTIAL, TOP PRIORITY,
RUSH PROJECT

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE,
CONSUMER AND MARKETING SERV-
1CE COMPLIANCE AND EVALUATION
STAFF,
Dallas, Tex., July 27, 1967.
To: All Dallas Area, Compliance Officers.
i - F. Michael, Officer in Charge.
TSpecial Project QQ&C (Quick, Quiet
and Confidential).
Effective immediately, we are to discon-
tinue all other C&ES work and devote full
time (plus any overtime necessary to effec-
tively complete this assignment) to “Project
QQ&C.’ Overtime will not be authorized for
travel.

The information we will gather at Non-
Federally Inspected (NFI) plants in this ef-
fort is to be used at Congressional hearings
now being held in connection with the pro-
posed amendment (HR-6168) Uo the Meat
Ispection Act.

For the purpose of this project, the follow-
ing areas of responsibility are assignec: Bar-
rett—Colorado and OKklahoma; Halverson—
Arkansas; and Ramos—Texas and Louisiana.

We have been designated to make this
“simyey” since our presence in NFI plants
would act less attention than any other

out, of these pla

(slaughter and/or process under the
guise of (a) meeting local inspedijon person-
nel to gain cooperation in our normal C&ES
work, (b) discussing our denaturing 2
characterizing requirements with ma
ment, (¢) etc. This should be done quic
and quietly in such a manner that no one
is aware of the real purpose of your visit,
This will require a very discreet approach
and may tax your imagination. Other ap-
proaches used to gain entrance to NFI plants
are: (1) requesting management’s permis-
sion to check thelr freezers for product bear-
ing Federal Marks of Inspection that might
be forged or counterfeit. (2) explaining to
and showing management how Federal Marks
of Inspection must be obliterated before used
containers are filled.

The sole purpose of your visit is to ob-
serve, and for each plant visited, submit a
written report direct to B. H. Rorem, Acting
Director, C&ES, USDA, South Agric. Builg
ing, Room 2614, Washington, D.C. 20
(copy to me), listing any deficiencies
that indicate a need for tighter inspectional
controls. You are not to limit your observa-
tions to the following, but examples of things
to be checked are: (a) Plant Facilities—
window and door screens, drainage, types of
floors, ceilings and walls, lighting, welfare
facilities, equipment, eté, (b) Environ-
mental Sanitation—Availability of sterilizers
for equipment used on diseased or contam-
inated meat, hand washing facilities, clean-
liness of employees and their clothing, spit-
ting on floor, cleanliness of equipment (de-
scribe type of dirt or filth, stipulate amount
only if excessive), ete., (c) Inspectional Pro-
cedures—lack of or inadequate ante and post
mortem inspection, temperaturing of cooked
product containing pork, labeling controls,
ete., (d) ¢4-D type Animals Held in livesiock
pens for Slaughter——Cancer-Eye, downers,
deads, cripples, (e) Plant Operations Pro-
cedures—meat and/or product in contact
with floors, contamination of carcagses with
manure, pus, dirt, etc., in dressing opera-
tion, deceptive packing, etc.

Plants selected for this survey will be
those in which you would expect to find the
most discrepancles, In other words, look for
“horrible examples,”
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2. In 1963, Dr. M, R. Clarkson prepared a
report concerning a comprehensive fall and
winter survey made in 1962 by MID of intra-
state meat packers and processors in 48
states. Their report showed there was wide-
spread use of false or deceptive labels or
packing and that much intrastate meat con-
tained diseased tissues and spoiled, putrid,
filthy materials.

Please submit a report to me stating what
each of the states you are concerned with,
has accomplished in the way of corrective
measures (as new laws, etc.) since 1963.

3. You are to each collect a minimum of
five retall samples of NFI produced meat
food product. If time permits and you find
additional products you feel should be
sampled, feel free to do so. It is expected
that most of this sampling will need to be
done on Saturday and Sunday. This will
leave the weekdays through next Wednes-
day for your survey of NFI plants. Inciden-
tally, all of this work must be completed
by Wednesday, August 2, 1967,

The samples are to be air mailed to the
Meat Inspection Laboratory, U.S. Court and
Customhouse Building, 1114 Market Street,
St. Louis, Missouri 63101. You should select
product you believe might be violative. Be
sure you get labels if available. Labels should
be attached to the 6th copy of the MI-422,
which will be mailed directly to Rorem. You
keep the Tth copy and mail 5th copy directly
to me. Original and all other copies should
accompany the sample. If hamburger is sam-
pled, be sure it is produced in a meat plant
and not ground by the retail store. Purchase
and use dry ice you feel necessary to pack
with your sample. Contact your nearest MI
office for sample mailing containers, bags, etc.

Attached is a specimen copy of MI-422 to
be used as a guide in their preparation. Be
sure all information shown on the specimen
is included. In block No. 3, show “Non-In-
spected—1” for your first sample, “Non-In-
spected—2" for your 2nd sample and so on.

Use the attached chart to determine the
particular analyses you desire laboratory to
do. Desired analyses not printed in blocks on
he MI-422 should be written in the ‘“‘other”
blpcks.
1so attached for your use is a paper list-
ing V‘Analysis Which the MI Laboratories are
Able\ to Perform,” including species deter-
minajtion and coagulation tests to determine
highdst temperature attained in cooked prod-
ucts. ] Suggest this analysis be made on
smolfed sausage to determine if possible live
triclinae have been destroyed.

gefted you use dramatic, graphic terms with
fnpact, such as cancer-eye, pus, manure, dis-
ease, excreta, cock-roaches, rats, files, loose
paint, cobwebs, rust, grease, overhead drip-
ping sewer lines, toilet facilities, mice, flour,
excess water, chemnicals, excess fat, etc., in-
stead of other more acceptable terms. Of
course, you must be factual in your reports.
Try to find evidence of contaminants on the
meat if possible. :

Please keep in daily contact with this of-
fice and give us telephone contact points,
etc., where yuo might be reached.

Enclosed are pre-addressed “franks”
the St. Louis Laboratory.

I am to phone Mr. Rorem next Monday to
report our progress.

Enlosures—4.

for

THE QUESTION OF WIRETAPPING

HON. JOSEPH P. VIGORITO
OF PENNSYLVANIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuesday, May 28, 19G8
Mr. VIGORITO. Mr. Speaker, with the

passage last week by the Senate of the
crime-in-the-streets bill much national
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attention was focused on the question of
wiretapping. Recent public statements by
knowledgeable persons and stories in the
newspapers by eminent journalists have
also brought the spotlight to rest on this
very important legal and moral matter.

Since I have received mail on this sub-
ject from my constituents, I would like to
make as a matter of public record my
views on wiretapping.

Wiretapping is of great concern to me.
It is an instrument with the potential for
much good, for instance to combat crime.
Yet, improperly utilized, it can cause
great damage to our sacred individual
rights. For that reason I feel that the jur-
isdiction over wiretapping should come
under close Government scrutiny. Not
everyone should be authorized to allow
wiretapping. I believe that because of its
wide ramifications, wiretapping author-
ity should be entrusted only to the Presi-
dent of the United States and used only
in matters of vital national security for
the national defense.

Wiretapping could also be authorized
on court order, similar to search warrants
now issued on the request of law-enforce-
ment officials. This would mean that a
wiretapping order would be granted only
after a police officer had made a thorough
determination that it was necessary for
the prosecution of a certain gase and had
sufficient evidence to prove this request
before a court of law. Only after proof
was given would the court issue the wire-
tapping order. :

I believe that if we concentrate the
power to authorize wiretapping in the
hands of the courts of law and the Presi-
dent of the United States, we will prevent
its abuse.

ISRAEL'S 20TH ANNIVERSARY

HON. SAM GIBBONS

OF FLORIDA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES .
Tuesday, May 28, 1968

Mr. GIBBONS. Mr. Speaker, May 15
marked the 20th anniversary of the State
of Israel. I am pleased to pay tribute to
the noble people who have succeeded in
building a strong nation in a strategic
part of the world despite enormous ob-
stacles.

The development of Israel is one of the
great success stories of this century. In
1948 when Israel proclaimed her inde-
pendence she did not know which na-
tions were her friends. With hostile na-
tions surrounding her and a large portion
of the land within her boundaries con-
sidered wasteland, Israel faced tremen-
dous problems. Many of these problems
have been overcome.

Israel has transformed much of her
land into a highly productive state.
Three-fourths of her food is now home
grown and the value of agricultural pro-
duction has increased tenfold in 20 years.

While the people of Israel are peace-~
loving, they have shown their enemies
that they have the military strength
and the determination to deal with ag-
gressive acts. They are a permanent na-
tion of the free world.

The United States, under tte leader-
ship of President Harry S. Truman, was

" the first nation to recognize the State

of Israel. We should all be proud of the
bonds of friendship which have grown
since our first act of faith in behalf of
Israel 20 years ago.

Tt is a privilege to congratulate the peo-
ple of Israel on their great success. I be-
lieve each anniversary will mark even
greater advances.

FEDERAL BUSINESS GAINS FROM
FREE TRADE

HON. CLAUDE PEPPER

OF FLORIDA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, May 28, 1968

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. Speaker, it is quite
encouraging to note the proposals con-
tained in the President’s Trade Expan-
sion Act of 1968. There are two major
areas in which the President’s interna-
tional trade recommendations seem to
have particular significance.

The first is concerned with the elimina-
tion of the American selling price valua-
tion system. At the present time, the U.S.
chemical Industry is the primary bene-
ficiary of the ASP. Forty years ago, the
ASP performed a needed function for
what was then a young, strugzling in-
dustry. But today the U.S. chemiecal in-
dustry is a formidable g¢ompetitor in
world chemical trade and the ASP is no
longer needed to sustain it.

Our country’s trade negotiators have
been successful in obtaining significant
concessions directly beneficial to our
domestic chemical industry in exchange
for the elimination of the ASP. But, we
must act first, in order to gain the bene-
fit of those concessions.

The President’s Trade Expansion Act
of 1968 will enable us to get those bene-
fits.

The second area of importance under
the new trade legislation concerns ad-
Justment assistance for American work-
ers and firms that are adversely affected
by import competition.

In 1962 when we first adopted the
Trade Expansion Ach, we gave solemn
assurances that help would be forthcom-
ing for workers and firms adversely af-
fected by our trade concessions. For vari-
ous reasons, we have not been able to
make good on that commitment.

Happily, the proposals in the new trade
legislation presented to the Congress to-
day will correct this situation. I support
the President’s trade bill as beneficial to
workers and business alike, His message
follows:

GREATER PROSPERITY THROUGE WORLD

TRADE
To the Congress of the United States:

A nation’s trade lines are its life lines.
Open trade lines and active commerce lead
to economic health and growth. Closed trade
lines end in economic stagnation.

Franklin D. Roosevelt recognized these
truths more than thirty years ago, when the
nation and the world were in the grip of
Depression.

On that March day in 1934 when he asked
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the Congress to pass the historic Reciprocal
Trade Act, he pointed to America’s declining
world trade and what it meant to the na-
tion: ‘“idle hands, still machines, ships tied
to their docks.”

That Act set in motion three and a half
decades of destending tariff barriers and ris-
ing world trade, Our producers and farmers
found new markets abroad, and American
exports multiplied twenty-fold.

This era of commercial progress was capped
by the Kennedy Round Agreements reached
at Geneva last year—the greatest success in
all the history of international trade nego-
tiations.

When I reported to the Congress last No-
vember on the Kennedy Round, I said it
would mean new factories, more jobs, lower
prices to families, and higher incomes for
American workers and for our trading part-
ners throughout the world.

Already, through these Agreements, tariff
barriers everywhere are falling, bringing sav-
ings to consumers, and opening new over-
seas markets for competitive producers.

But the problems and the promises of
world trade are always changing. We must
have the tools not only to adjust to change,
but to turn change to our advantage.

To prepare for the era of world trade un-
folding before us now, I submit to the Con-
gress today the Trade Expansion Act of 1968.
This measure will:

malntaln our negotiating authority to set-
tle—advantageously--trade problems and
disputes.

carry out the special Geneva agreement
on chemicals and other prdducts,

improve the means through which Ameri-
can firms and workers can adjust to new
competition from increased imports.

OUR INTERNATIONAL RESPONSIBILITIES

The Trade Expansion Act of 1968 will
strengthen relations with our trading part-
ners in three ways,

First, it will extend through June 30, 1970
the President’s aunthority to conduct nego-
tiations for tariff recuctions. This authority
was contained in provisions of the Trade Ex-
pansion Act of 1962 that have expired.

Most of this authority was used in ne-
gotlating the Kennedy Round. The unused
portion of that Authority will give the Pres-
ident the flexibility to adjust tariff rates as
future developments might require.

For example, the United States might find
it necessary to increase the duty on a par-
ticular article—as the result of an “escape
clause” action or a statutory change in tarift
classification. In such event, we would be
obliged to give other nations compensatory
tariff adjustments for their trade losses.

Without this authority, we would invite
retaliation and endanger American markets
abroad.

I recommend that the President’s author-
ity to make these tariff adjustments be ex-
tended through June 30, 1970.

Second, the Trade Expansion Act of 1968
will eliminate the American Selling Frice
system of customs veluation. This action is
necessary to carry out the special agree-
ment reached during the Kennedy Round.

The American Seliing Price system has
outlived its purpose. It should be ended.

The generally accepted method of valuing
goods for tariff purposes—which we and all
our trading partners employ—is to use the
actual price of the item to the importer.

But many years ago, to protect a few
of our fledging industries, we imposed on
competing foreign goods—in addition to a
substantial tariff——the special requirement
that their tariff value be determined by
American prices. Today this unusual sys-
tem often produces tariff protection of more
than 100 percent of the import cost of the
product.

Such excessive protection 1s both unfair
and unnecessary.

Approved For Release 2005/11/21 : CIA-RDP70B00338R000300070009-9



Approved For Release 2005/11/21 : CIA-R[}}P7OBOO338I?0£03OO 70009-9
— Ex

““May 28, 1968 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD tensions of Remarks E 4767

This system is unjfair because it—

Gives to a few industries a special priv-
ilege available to no other American business.

Rests on an arbitrary method of valuation
which no other nation uses.

Diverges from the provions of the General
Agreement on Tariffs and Trade.

Imposes an unjustified burden on the
7.8, consumer,

This system is unnecessary because the
few industries which it covers no longer need
special government protection.

It applies primarily to the chemical in-
dustry in the benzenoid field. Yet chemi-
cals, and benzmenoids in particular, are
among our most efficlent and rapidly ex-
panding industries. They have done well at
home, They have done well in the interna-
tional market. They are in a strong position
to face normal competition from imports.

A supplementary agreement was negoti-
ated at Geneva which will lower foreign
tariffs on American chemicals and reduce
certain non-tariff barriers—road taxes and
tariff preferences—on American automobiles
and tobacco, To receive these important con-
cessions, the United States must eliminate
the American Selling Price valuation system
and thereby glve forelgn producers of chem-
icals and a few other products normal access
$0 our markets. This bargain is clearly in
our national interest—good for our indus-
tries, good for our workers, and good for our
consumers.

I recommend that the Congress eliminate
the American Selling Price system to remove
inequities in our tariffs and enadle us to
take advantage of concessions negotiated in
the Kennedy Round.

Third, the Trade Expansion Act of 1968
will provide for specific funding of our par-
ticipation in the General Agreement on
Tariffs and Trade.

This 1s the procedure we follow in meet-
ing our financial responsibilities to all other
international organizations.

The General Agreement on Tariffs and
Trade has become the most important forum
for the conduct of international trade rela-
tions, The Kennedy Round took place under
its auspices, Yet since 1947, we have financed
our annual contribution to this Agreement
through general contingency funds rather
than through a specific authorization.

I recommend that the Congress authorize
specific appropriations for the American
share of the expenses of the General Agree-
ment on Tariffs and Trade.

OUR NEEDS AT HOME

When trade barriers fall, the American
people and the American economy benefit,
Open trade lines:

Reduce prices of goods from abroad.

Increase opportunities for American busl-
nesses and farms to export their products.
This means expanded production and more
job opportunities.

Help improve the efficlency and competi-
tive strength of our industries. This means
a higher rate of economic growth for our
nation and higher incomes for our people.

Some firms, however, have difficulty in
meeting foreign competition, and need time
and help to make the adjustment.

Since international trade strengthens the
nation as a whole, it is only fair that the
government assist those businessmen and
workers who face serious problems as a result
of increased Imports. .

The Congress recognized this need—in the
Trade Expansion Act of 1962—by establish-
ing a program of trade adjustment assistance
to businessmen and workers adversely af-
fected by imports. R

Unfortunately, this program has been in-
effective. The test of eligibility has proved
to be too rigid, too technical, and too com-
plicated.

Ag part of a comprehensive trade expan-
sion policy, I propose that we make our ad-
Justment asslstance program fair and
workable.

r recommend that Congress broaden the
eligibility for this assistance, The test should
be simple and clear: relief should be avail-
able whenever increased imports are ¢ sub-
stantial cause of injury.

I intend to paitern the administiraiion of
this wrogram on the. Automotive Products
Trade Act of 1965. Determinations of eligi-
bility will be made jointly by the Secretaries
of Labor, Commerce and Treasury.

The adjustment assistance provisions of
Automotive Products Trade Act of 1965 have
been successful. They have well served Amer-
ican automobile firms and thelr workers as
we have moved to create an integrated U.S.-
Canadian auto market.

These provisions will expire on June 30.

I recommend that the Congress exiend
the adjustment assistance provisions of the
Automotive Products Trade Act through
June 30, 1971.

TRADE INITIATIVES FOR THE FUTURE

The measures I have recommended today
will help us carry forward the great tradi-
tion of our reciprocal trade policy.

But even as we consolidate our past gains,
we must look to the future.

First end foremost, we must ensure that
the progress we have made is not lost through
new trade restrictions,

One central fact is clear, A vicious cycle
of trade restrictions harmis most the nation
which trades most. And America is that
nation.

At the present time, proposals pending be~
fore the Congress would impose quotas or
other trade restrictions on the imports of over
twenty industries., These measures would
cover about $7 billion of our imports—close
to hslf of all imports subject to duty.

In a world of expanding trade, such restric-
tions would be self-defeating. Under interna-
ttonal rules of trade, a nation restricts im-
ports only at the risk of its own exports. Re-
striction begets restriction.

In reality, “protectionist” measures do not
protect any of us:

They do not protect the Amerlcan working
man. If world markets shrink, there will be
fewer jobs,

They do not protect the American husiness-
man. In the long run, smaller markets will
mean smaller profits.

They do not protect the American con-
sumer. He will pay more for the goods he
buys.

The fact is that every American—directly
or indirectly—has a stake in the growth and
vitality of an open economic system.

Our policy of liberal trade has served this
nation well. It will continue to advance our
interests in the future.

But these are critleal times for the nation’s
economy. We have launched a series of
measures to reduce a sertous balance of pay-
ments deficit. As part of this program, I have
called for a major long-run effort to increase
our trade surplus. This requires that we push
ahead with actions to keep open the channels
of trade. 4

Many of our trading partners have indi-
cated a willingness to cooperate in this ef-
fort by acecelerating some of their tariff reduc~
tions agreed to in the Kennedy Round, and
by permitting the United States to defer a
portion of our tarlff reductions. Furthermore,
a number of Western European countries are
now taking more active steps to achieve a
higher rate of economic growth, This prom-
ises to increase the demand for our exports
and improve our trade position.

To take full advantage of the expanded
trading opportunities that lie ahead, we must
improve the competitive position of American
goods. Passage of the anti-inflation iaxr is
the most critical action we could take now
to strengthen our position af home and in
worid markets. The tax measure I have
recommended will help prevent destructive
price increases—which can sap the vitality
and strength of our economy. Continued rapid

increases In our prices would mean fewer
exports and higher imports.

Second, other nations must join with us to
put an end to non-tariff barriers.

Trade is a two-way street. A successful
trade policy must be built wpon reciprocity.
Our own trade initiatives will founder unless
our trading partners join with us in these
efforts,

The Kennedy Round was an outstanding
example of international cooperation. But
major non-tariff barriers continue to impede
the free flow of International commerce.
These barriers now block many U.S. products
from, competing for world markets.

Some non-tariff barriers violate provisions
of the General Agreement . on Tariffi and
Trade. We will step up our efforts to secure
the prompt removal of these illegal restric-
tions.

Other non-tariff barriers may not be illegal,
but they clearly hamper and hinder trade,
Such barriers are found in all countries;
the American Selllng Price system is an
example of one of our non-tariff barriers.

We have initlated a major international
study to assess the effect of non-tariff bar-
riers on world trade.

We have already begun action in the Gen-
eral Agreement on Tariffs and Trade and
other international organizations to deal
with some of these non-tariff barriers.

Efforts such as these are an important ele-
ment in our trade policy. All sides must be
prepared to dismantle unjustified or un-
reasonable barriers to trade.

Reciprocity and fair play are the essential
standards for international trade. America
will insist on these conditions in all our
negotiations to lower non-tariff barriers.

Third, we wmust develop a long-range
policy to guide American trade expansion
through the 1970°s.

I have directed the President’s Special Rep-
resentative for Trade Negotiations to make
an intensive study of our future trade re-
quirements and needs. ’ .

I would hope that Members of the Con-
gress and leaders of Labor, Business and
Agriculture will work with the Executive
Branch in this effort. To help develop the
foundations of a far-reaching policy, I will
issue an Executive Order that establishes a
wide basis for consultation and assistance
in this important work,

AN EXPANDING ERA IN WORLD TRADE

The proposals in this message have been
shaped to one purpose—to develop the prom-
ise of an expanding era in world trade

We started on this road three and a half
decades ago. In the course of that journey,
the American farmer, the businessman, the
worker and the consumer have benefitted.

The road ahead can lead to new levels of
prosperity and achievement for the Amerl-
can people, The Trade Expansion Act of 1968
will speed us on the way.

I urge the Congress to give this important
measure its prompt and favorable considera-
tion.

LYNDON B. JOHNSON.

Tuae WHaIre House, May 28, 1968,

HON. JOHN M. MURPHY, OF NEW
YORK, RECEIVES HONORARY DE-
GREE

HON. DANIEL D. ROSTENKOWSKI

OF ILLINOIS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuesday, May 28, 1968

Mr. ROSTENKOWSKI. Mr. Speaker,
my good friend and colleague, the Hon-
orable JouN M. MurprHY, of New York,
recently toured Korea, South Vietnam,
and other areas in Southeast Asia. Mr.
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Murphy is no stranger to this area; it
was his third battlefield inspection of
Vietnam, and he had served in Korea
during the Korean War, where he won
the Distinguished. Service Cross, the Na-
tion’s second highest award for bravery.
‘While in Korea Mr. Murphy was awarded
an honorary degree of Doctor of Laws by
the Sung Kyun Kwan University in Seoul.
Under leave to extend my remarks in
the REecorp, I include the text of Mr.
Murphy’s speech on that occasion:
REMARKS BY REPRESENTATIVE JOHN M. MUR-
PHY OF NEw YoOrRK AT SUNG KYUN Kwan
UNIVERSITY, SECOUL, XOREA, UPON RECEIVING
AN HONORARY DEGREE OF DOCTOR OF LAWS,
APrriL 15, 1968

The university occupies a key position in
the life of a nation. As the depository for the
cultural and intellectual wealth of a na-~
tion, the university provides the stability and
continuity necessary to preserve and protect
the nation’s identity.

Regardless of changes in government or
rule, whether they be internal or external,
as long as the university survives, the na-
tion will be assured of retaining its sense
of purpose and direction and meaning.

As an American I cannct help be im-
pressed with the longevity of your university.
In the United States our oldest and most dis-
tinguished universities are only a few hun-
dred years old, Sung Kyun Kwan University
has been in operation for nearly a millen-
nium, and was training leaders for your na-
tion hefore my country had even been
discovered.

But while a university is a link with the
past, it is also a bridge to the future, while
it preserves the old, it must also discover
the new; it must be flexible enough to meet
te demands of a changing world without
sacrificing the strength and stability it de-
rives from its ancient heritage.

Sung Kyun Kwan University has success-
fully met this dual responsibility. It met
the impact of Western Civilization in the
19th century by introducing a new educa-
tional system to reap the benefits of both
Eastern and Western culture; the year 1895
marks the date when your modern univer-
sity was established.

Today, Sung Kyun Kwan University con-
tinues to play a leading role in the develop-
ment of this nation. It is training a new
generation of leaders who will lead Korea
into the 21st century, just as it trained
many of the leaders who today guide your
noation.

But the university also fosters the edu-
cational, social and cultural development
of the rest of the nation. It is both an ex-
ample to be followed, and a stimulus to those
who would follow. The great economic and
social progress which today is so evident in
Korea is directly indebted to this fine uni-
versity.

In receiving this honorary Doctor of Laws
Degree, I am honored first by the fact that
this university occupies such a hallowed
position in the history, both past and pres-
ent, of your nation.

I am honored second because I feel very
close to both your country and your people.
I helped in your effort to defend your free-
dom more than fifteen years ago, and since
that time I have maintained close tles with
my many Korean friends, both in my coun-
try an here in Korea. I have met many of
your national legislators when they visited
the Congress of the United States, and I
found that we had much in common, both
as individuals and as nations. I am also
proud to say that I am an honorary citizen
of Kyung Sang Nam Do province.

Third, I am honored because this degree
1s in a field which I consider to be the most
important in any free soclety. As a Repre-
sentative in the Congress of the United

States, it is my Job to help write the laws
which guide my nation, and I believe that
the strength of the nation depends in a large
part on the strength of those laws.

Law is the fabric of our societles. It is the
source of our strength, it gives order to our
lives, and it provides the framework within
which we can live and prosper as individ-
uals to the fullest extent of our capabilities.

Basically law is an expression of the rela-
tionship between men. It sets forth this
relationship in a formal manner, but it is
essentially an acknowledgment that men
must respect the rights of the individual,
that men share a common purpose in life,
that men desire to be free to pursue their
own goals in life, and that to dec so they
must establish a legal framework which pro-
tects both their own rights and the rights
of others.

This common understanding between men
evolves into mutual respect among nations.
For the rights claimed by an individual are
those claimed by a nation., Just as individ-
uals want the freedom to live their own
lives, so do nations want this freedom; just
as men realize that cooperation and mutual
respect for the differences between them is
essential for orderly development of any
society, so must nations realize that coopera-
tion and mutual respect are essential for the
peaceful development of the world.

The United States and Korea have fought
for this philosophy in the past, and we
stand shoulder to shoulder “oday in Vietnham
fighting for it once again. It is our common
desire to live in peace under this philosophy,
but it is also our common pledge to resist
any attempt to destroy this philosophy.

It has been said that “eternal vigilanace
is the price of liberty.” This has never been
more true than it is today. Freedom can-
not be sacrificed in one part of tae world
without endangering it throughout the
world.

I am confident, however, that the uni-
versal desire for freedom will prevail on this
planet, for freedom is the strongest force
we know today. Man’s technology has pro-
duced awesome weapons of mass destruction,
but none has the power of an tdea or a
dream. Bombs can threaten to destroy much
of the world, but the concept of freedom
will eventually rule the world.

ARMENIAN INDEPENDENCE

HON. JOHN R. RARICK

OF LOUISIANA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuesday, May 28, 1968

Mr. RARICK. Mr. Speaker, the great
tragedy of these times is the subjugation
of peoples under the Fascist-like dicta-
torship of Communists who now dom-
inate the lands of Eastern Europe, the
Balkans, and the Caucasus. One of the
proudest of these nations is the Armen-
ian people, its homeland now reduced to
a puppet state in the U.S.S.R. But it was
not always so. Just 50 years ago, the
Armenians were a free and independent
people with their own Government and
their own state, without the bonds of
tyranny or the chains of oppression.

The Republic of Armenia, patterned
after the Republican government, of the
American system and some of the Euro-
pean nations, was born after the Great
War amid the hopes of the Armenian
people that they would finally realize
their centuries-long dream of a free and
independent nation of their own.
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But the Armenians were unable to
withstand the onslaught of other, more
powerful countries. The Armenians had
started their new country with the barest
of resources and had believed they could
coexist with their neighbors. Soon,
Russia and Turkey were conspiring to
end the Armenian dream of liberty. Just
2 years after the rebirth of Armenia that
had once flourished as a proud nation
before the rise of Greece and Rome, the
Republic of Armenia succumbed to the
strength of the Turkish and Russian
Armies.

In those 50 years since the foundation
of the Armenian Republie, other nations
have come and gone, many forgotten by
all but the historians. The principles of
self-determination and freedom are ex-
pired dreams, lying in state with the na-
tions that were created and nurtured on
the slim hope that men would recognize
the basic ideals of individual freedoms.
The machinations of international diplo-
macy and power dealt the death blow to
the Republic of Armenia because the
world’s free men did not care or would
not be bothered with the struggling na-
tion in the Caucasus Mountains.

But Armenia did not die in 1920, and
the Armenian people did not end their
valiant struggle for freedom, just as no
free men surrender to the tyrants and
the dictators who would lock the yoke of
oppression around the neck of all men.

These people now living behind the
barricades of intolerance and the thou-
sands that live in exile, scattered across
the world when their nation dissolved,
have not forgotten Armenia. They will
never relinquish their right to live again
in their nation. It is their dream that one
day the Armenians living in the U.S.S.R.
and the Armenians denied the status of
citizens will regain their nation.

On this 50th anniversary of the found-
ing of the Armeniarn. Republic on May 28,
1918, we, the free people of the world,
must rededicate ourselves to the most
basic principles of individual liberty un-
der God—that all peoples should have
the right to rule and govern themselves
and be assured of a future for their
children.

I congratulate the Armenians on this
the anniversary of their Republic.

Theirs is not forgotten by free men.

REGRET FOR THE SITUATION
IN WASHINGTON

HON. EDWIN W. EDWARDS

OF LOVISIANA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, May 28, 1968

Mr. EDWARDS of Louisiana. Mr.
Speaker, I was looking forward to a visit
by a group of patriotic high school stu-
dents from Jennings, La. The group
planned to visit Washington on June 6
and had made all the necessary arrange-
ments, including a scheduled guided tour
of the White House. For reasons best ex-
pressed in the letter which follows, the
group has elected to cancel its trip to our
Nation’s Capital. How tragic that in this
Nation, Americans are fearful to visit
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